Dear Howard, 



4/21/70 



T&sre is a potentially great value in your &lchols interview end, 
assuming you told him no mors then you record, no leas great danger of your Having 
out him in s position to louse sore up. You paid no attention to ay appraisal of 
Ms character, avoided any recall of Ms established ego/ greed/dishonesty, and I 
will explain whst x mean below. 

H a handled you much better then you are aware, told you virtually 
nothing he hadn’t told as (notable exception, selrtg the GoaaeMy picture), sad 
apparently iso? well aware of the friendship ana trust between us* His sore recent 
exploits consist of interviewing witnesses relatives, in areas of the case of 
which, as you noted, he has no knowledge, to establish what ha regards ss ay errors, 
ohn hes begun to run some kind of caapsign against css, for reasons 1 hov never he 
able to isolate. 

That his_ 399 base picture shows what I spotted in yours is important 
because, from what recall of what you said, it was taken earlier thsn yours. I 
have dated it at about %i&& 5/68. Whan was yours taken? I think it is important to 
establish how soon after mins were taken it was doctored. This is important to do * 
before I get thist into court ftr treasons st this point I will not tell anyone. 

.h 

People working on tsm same materiel in different ways ell have their 
own rights fo do what they would do, to believe what they will, etc. But when you 
knew whst I was doing with the Archives on those tabs, I "regard it as s serious 
breach to have gone into this with aim* The original concept that the shirt *as 
never touched by a bullet is mine. You have every rig:.t to follow this up es you 
please. But especially when you knew what John is and has been up to, you made a 
very serious blunder to tell him tnese tnhgs. You hsve his immediate reaction, that 
of an octopus st best. I am really disappointed in this, particularly because as 
soon es he starts crapping around with it he will immediately jeopardize the 
negotiations in which I sn engaged and of mich I have kept you. eu c far ant . I go 
into tills not. to give you hell, for at this point that would serve no purpose, but 
so that you can perhaps understand why I cautioned you in advance and got" your 
promise you would tell him nothing. Howard, for your years you ere fantastic, but 
ss I believe I’ve told you be ft re, you must lesrn that there ia but so much you 
have been able to leern of your own experience, especially about the seamier parts 
of lif end people end especially about deceptive people who design their deceptions. 
There is a proper tendency in all of us to communicate what we can to others hoc 
ws always want to believe nave the best intentions, identical with our own. Alas, 
too many are not this way, as you are learning. 

%ea he says his Archives pictures cannot be copies, this is nonsense, 
which ia tas reason a extracted his promise to neither copy nor me te fere I showed 
Mm my work, if you went to see pictures stamped by the Arcfeivas end identified as 
Mb, eeea© look st them. The Archives, and properly, makes all pictures accessible. 
x night- prefer otherwise, but this Ss taair concept. All ho can copyright b aist is 
didn’t, ok i that Is his use or interpretation. Where you refer to his theft of 
Dick’s work, you ssy, as though it exonerates, that he took his own pictures. In a 
sense, this is even mors dishonest and devious, as it is with 399. I now have two 
interests In hia 399 base picture; to establish, for my own protection, since his 
verbal premise was later repeated in writing, that he cribbed, snd to establish 
the dste of alteration. I hope you did not mention alteration to him. Bid you? 

Please describe hi a mm scale so I eon help identify that negative at, the Archives. 

If you can recall, any other deviations from mine. Jesus Christ, I nop, see”I 
regret I did not bring my own pictures for comparison” I I-lease try sad recall wuat 
you did tell him and please be honest if you did blab. 




Msy I also point out to you that you are aware of lawsuit I plan to fixe 
and for which I as preparing? Have I not also told you that thair refusal to 
provide what they have can be sore useful than its presentation? I ggree it is 
important that we get this picture. Y ou know for bow Long 1 have be n trying. You 
kno for now Long hav© been trying to get Sues, to take a picture of it for me on 
a scale, etc. I nave delayed asking to go over all their negatives for several reasons 
one is to nave © bettor ides of John’s. Another is to give them e chsncs for 
more crookedness, which I f d welcome, especially because I think 1 tore sll the 
eesentisl evidence on this. You have not yet seen the new picture I h eve ted 
t-sken. I think it shows what you call the notch sad. I think it is more or less 
of a ’ v". The lighting end sagle she different than yours, which I think helps. 

Eavs you yet tumbled to on© of the obvious reasons there ted to be ^Iteration 
or did I tell you? ~ * 



we recast no intelligence he did not stop with duplietlng one of 

my pictures. 

vVhet he told you of the spectre ia true. Also old. It la in W. Isolation 
can be to toe batch or run. I do not think hex levelled with you on his reasons 
for suing far it because I think they also com© from tW, but ae never admits 
anything like that. His reasons are entirely too inadequate. One would fcs 
could they have been of tia conjectured type at sll. Another is erg all but the 
onaally wrist fragment from the same batch, etc. 

JBC chest x-ray st this may be significant. It is not new thwt the 
oloi? ,yss gracing, but it is that no ass tel shows because there is no doubt it 
did. .his tacks 3 me wonder if they also were substituted. 'Weaber how 1 go into 
this in m end PM, with Shires ordering end reading aid with the deception by 
BsEusrln? I h? : v@, by tea way, and though I’d asowed you, the proof that Bell 
did handle ths fragments. It is in the sppendic to IM. I have whet is ss close 
es I. expect, to get to a complete tracing, to the cop, etc. Can you explain how 
sue is the key, not eny of taa others? he the first complete paragraph on your 
4th page, Shaw’s testimony corroborates. h a there was more metal missing 

ia tne wrist alone, etc. 

Fisher-'orein also not ness, ^eraad my letters to government ®d ^isher. 
1 asked -Sisher this cuestion, without specifying suet he'd asked for but 
diin t get. 



Whether or not radiological record was made, Kavy wrote me they turned 
everything over. I do not believe this precludes tneir having kept any copies. It 
is utter nonsea to say tuey did not see tag X-rays at iae autopsy, that the 
radiologist turned the results over by phone. They were explained 03 they sere 
shown to the four agents present, all of whoa say this* However, this could be 
true of these of the extremities. Probing for bullet: he told as this long ego 
end. asked me not to use It, so x didn t ©von though it wbs independently volunt- 
eered to me cy a radiologist, however, tners is this obvious possibility; ths 
probing was dona before the X-reys were dry. A tiny gregment of bulls t is like 
a fluorescent light in an X-ray. Once the agents sow tne ’’stars' 7 they’d certainly 
have seen the bigger object aid asked about it, had there been a bullet. John’s 
point is that only a stupe would probe, because the X-rays would show a bullet. 

Thst is John’s ego again when ha says Fischer has cancelled because 
of his suit. It Is ay correspondeene aadi threat of a suit. John filed his suit 
a ye-ar ego. If it were that, Fisher would never hove accepted. I do not. regard 
this es material, for other things could also have caused it. but I cite it 
to give you* en understanding cf John. Fisher spoke to film and told aim things 
efter he filed his suit. 




If you will no* reread the third from your lest paragraph two things 
will be clear, in addition to the res. on for my opening complaint: despite 
your repeated assurances, you blabbed about things you were not supposed to 
talk about and this is a man of enormous ignorance and carelessness. 2a gave 
you a remarks ble self-indictment of himself as s forensic expert, knowing ihii 
little of the basic evidence. 

How let me point out seat you should have spotted for yourself: he 
went to you after going oyer ay work st the copyright office. 

Does this not open your eyes even, more? 



His telegram to me is Sated the 15th. he saw you the 16th. The 
telegram says he has real PM and "M III. 

All of this disturbs me mo lees than x heve conveyed. 1 am more 
troubled by my own leek of judgement that at your transgressions, for I £m 
old enough to know the limitations of 16-year experience and I now feel x placed 
too heavy s burden on it. I fear that at some point I'm going to get paranoid 
as heftl, have nothing to do with anyone, go my own way, get ray own writing dons 
instead of spending an enormous amount of time trying to i r. fb om others and nelp 
them with their work, get no ons to try ana help me, -a: d have much less of the 
aggravation that is no so burdensome to me. 



Do you better understand why X wrote ss I did about your Li-fton 
correspondence? i ou juat cannot cope with such people, ma this la not from 
any lack o f intelligence or any other fault on your fart. It is just that you 
are honest and covsn't yet been subjected to enough of the crookedness in tie 
world, special aspects of mieh are typified by Hichols and Hifton, who A now 
suspect are sad have been hand in hand for some time. 



If I didn't esk you, how did you end ^ohn get in touch with ©sch 
other? Did he initiate it with you? If so, when and now? Did he tell you what 
he was do jug in the east, Ay a busy man spent tnis time and money to see a 
16-year-old? 



Howard, you simple must not do this or anything like it again. You 
may have done very much harm to whet m seek in common sad * knew you have dene 
what I also know you did not intend, harm to me. I know it puts you in a bad 
position, but 1 m elreedy in « worse one, haying trusted you with everything 
1 have. I must insist© you one© you know those who have made themselves ay 
enemies you have no intercourse woatever with any of them. I easnoi very well 
qsk you to return tee knowledge I have trusted you with, can 1? 



Meanwhile, I’d like you to review your aetting in your oa mind and 
report say thing that you no* might regard in any different kind of light, any- 
thing that might nave shat we might call & counter-intelligence value for me, 
tell me whet he was trying to get from you that he hadn’t gotten from the books. 
Also, did he say anything about, ms you didn't report, or e,sk my such rues tie- ns? 
He may tteve been wily enough not to hove been so obvious, but let me not. over- 
look the obvious. 

Y 

on know, Howard, when I was ill end had this enormous amount of ray 
own work to do, I drooped everything end took the time writing e book would hove 
taken to help his suit. This is not because of any great love * beer him. It is 
because his suit was that incompetent, his knowledge of the lew sad fact that 
deficient, I had to do this for all of us. I tall or repeat this so you will 
understand another aspect of tne hazard Involved in your blabbing. Sincerely, 




